Introduction
Campaign donations early on in the electoral process serve as a barometer of citizen enthusiasm and trust; however, they also serve as a benchmark for the strength and cohesion of the political parties. For example, higher campaign donations in the early stages of the election can be an indicator of success for the respective political parties (Damore 1997; Adkins and Dowdle 2002; Norrander 2006) . Candidates who are able to secure a substantial amount of money, especially in the primary stage, generally have heightened success in electoral outcomes (Norrander 2006) .
The previous chapter showed that geographic clustering of donors in the preprimary stage is evident. This clustering appeared more prominently during the 2004 election and figured most prominently in the 2012 election. However, given the research that reveals partisanship in the geographic clusters during the general election (Gimpel et al. 2006) , it is worth exploring partisanship at the earliest stage of presidential campaigns, the money primary. Not much has been said regarding the role of partisanship in fundraising during this period and it may reveal important information about the parties' relative strength early in the process (Dowdle et al. 2013) . With this in mind, the next section further explores the literature about partisanship and campaign contributions.
Are the Democratic and Republican Nomination Processes Comparable?
At face value, the Republican and Democratic presidential nomination processes seem to be relatively uniform when contrasted with cross-national comparisons of this nature (Katz and Mair 1993) . Both operate on a similar calendar, have the same general goals, and are influenced by rules and regulations from similar or, in the case of state legislatures, identical regulatory bodies such as the state electoral office. Both strive to achieve the same ultimate goal, producing a nominee capable of winning the US presidency. In light of these similarities, many bodies of work view the two parties' preprimary periods as relatively undifferentiated. Both of these contests are the result of changes in the 1970s that reduced political elites from the role of direct selectors of nominees to indirect influencers who faced a momentumdriven system based on winning early contests (e.g., Ceaser 1979 Ceaser , 1981 Aldrich 1980; Bartels 1987) . General observers such as Hadley (1976) recognized the importance of the preprimary period, yet treated the processes of both parties as more or less indistinguishable. A number of more recent studies have also regarded the two parties' contests as similar
